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prohibition of the Fourteenth Amendment; but Southern
courts have held them void.

The general right to bear arms is frequently restricted by
the prohibition of concealed weapons, or of the organization,
drilling, and training of armed companies not under State or
Federal control, both of which limitations have been held
constitutional; and the legislation prohibiting the employ-
ment or importation of private armed guards, such as the
Pinkerton men, has been already alluded to in our chapter
on labor legislation. The precedent for the latter is to be
found in the early English legislation against retainers;
that is to say, the armed private guard, or "livery," of the
great noblemen; whence is derived the custom of putting
servants in livery. The legislation against private drill com-
panies is closely allied, and had a somewhat amusing test in
Chicago where, during a labor strike, a number of the strike
sympathizers organized a so-called drill company and fur-
nished themselves with guns, for the purpose really of intimi-
dating the public and helping the law-breakers. Unfortu-
nately it so happened, for this purpose, that the first time
they sallied forth with sword and musket on warfare bent,
they were stopped by one or two policemen on the nearest
street corner, taken to the station-house, deprived of their
arms, and locked up for the night. The next morning a fine
was imposed upon their captain, who appealed to the United
States Supreme Court without success.1

The legislation for giving damages for injuries to property
done by mobs was tested after the Pittsburg riots of 1873,
and that yellow metropolis was mulcted in heavy damages,
which it took twenty-three years to pay off. But no
damages in this country were ever given for criminal homi-
cide directly, although there is an interesting case in the
Federal Circuit Court of a gentleman in Georgia who was
awaited by a party of neighboring gentlemen with the inten-
tion of shooting him up when he arrived. One of his friends

i Presser v. Illinois, 116 U. S. 252.